6	GLADSTONE'S PRIME
Italy, Russia, Austria-Hungary, and some lesser Powers agreed.
No further British move was made, Granville stood firm against
mediation, unless both sides wished it; and as a convinced neutral
turned a deaf ear alike to Thiers when he pleaded for interven-
tion, and to the Prussian ambassador's protests against our sup-
plying war-stores to France. Gladstone agreed with him save
on a single subject. When the Prussian annexation of Alsace-
Lorraine was mooted from the latter part of September onwards,
he took deeply to heart, not the protests of the French about the
inviolability of their soil, but the threat to transfer the provinces
without the consent of their inhabitants. He wanted to approach
the other neutral Powers with a proposal to declare the principle
involved. But Granville and the cabinet over-ruled him. On
the practical point they were right. No such move could succeed,
or could even appear neutral, unless all the greater neutrals joined
in it. And Russia was certain to abstain, owing to her Black Sea
intrigue with Bismarck. Yet it is impossible, in. the light of the
years which came after, to read what Gladstone wrote privately
at the time1 without being struck by his insight and foresight.
Public sympathy in England veered a good deal with the course
of the war. At the outset it was mainly pro-Prussian—partly
because France was supposed to be the aggressor; partly because
the English then felt themselves very much a Protestant country,
and Prussia was a Lutheran Power. But certain elements were
pro-French all through—fashionable people who had frequented
the glittering Paris of the Second Empire, and on the radical side
the then influential Positivists.2 Following Sedan and Met'/,
when the Prussians became plain conquerors and the French
picturesque patriots, sympathy for the under-clog rallied nearly
all England to the French side. It found a blameless and memor-
able expression after the fall of Paris (28 January 1^71), when
London alone»sent £80,000 worth of provisions to succour the
starving city. The government's neutral attitude had the support
of the queen. She shared all her subjects5 sympathies with
Lutheranism, and could not be cold to the triumphs T>f her own
son-in-law, the Prussian crown prince. But she instinctively <I5s-
liked the annexation policy, and in September 1870 went so Ihr
as to dispatch a personal telegram to the King of Prussia, ex-
1	l&fe, by Lord Morley (1903), bk. vi, ch. 5,
2	See, e.g., Frederic Harrison's eloquent articles in the Fortnightly Review, then
edited by John Morley.

